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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 7-26 and 50-61 are pending. Claims 7, 17, 24, and 50 have been 
amended in this communication filed 12/27/05 entered as Response After Non-Final 
Rejection. 

2. The 35 USC 101 Rejection has been overcome by Applicants' amendments to 
the claims and is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 7 recites the limitation "granting administrative privileges" in line 6 on page 
2 of the claims. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Suggestion: "delegating the granted administrative privileges 

Claims 7-10, 13, 17-21, 23- 26, and 50-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. It is unclear from the 
Specification and drawings what is meant by "arbitrary group of users". 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 17, line 8 
recites "administrator the administrative domain". This line would be better recited 
"administrator for the administrative domain". Appropriate correction is required. 

Specification 
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6. The Specification is objected to because The Specification is in a font that is 
difficult to read and some of the text is missing. Applicants' are respectfully requested 
to submit a new Specification, without any new matter, that has font which can easily be 
read. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Abstract 

7. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because The font of the Abstract is 
difficult to read and some of the text is missing. Correction is required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 7-9, 17-19, 25, 26, 50, 55-57 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by (US 6,366,913) Fitler, Jr. et al, hereafter Fitler, Jr. 

Claim 7. Fitler, Jr. teaches, A computer implemented method for managing user 
information associated with a user community, comprising: specifying the user 
community into at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 2, line 59-col. 3, line 20); 
forming an administrative domain from the at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 3, 
lines 21-44), and granting administrative privileges for managing the administrative 
domain (col. 6, lines 43-47 and col. 8, lines 1-37). 

Claim 8. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 7. wherein the 
specifying of the user community into the at least one arbitrary group of users 
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comprises using attribute values associated with each of the users in the user 
community as criteria for forming the at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 3, lines 
34-63). 

Claim 9. Filter, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 7. wherein the 
specifying of the user community into the at least one arbitrary group of users 
comprises using combinations of possible attribute values associated with each of the 
users in the user community as criteria for forming the at least one arbitrary group of 
users (col. 4, line 12 -col. 5, line 51). 

Claim 17. This independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claim 1 . 

Claim 18. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 8. 

Claim 19. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 9. 

Claim 50. This independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claims 7 and 1 7. 

Claim 55. this independent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claims 7, 17, and 50. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 10-16, 20-24, 54, and 58-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over (US 6,366,913) Fitler, Jr., hereafter Fitler in view of (US 
6,539,379) Vora et al, hereafter Vora. 

Claim 10. Fitler, Jr. failed to teach, The method according to claim 7, wherein the 
specifying of the user community into the at least one arbitrary group of users 
comprises constructing query rule to define users within the at least one arbitrary group 
of users. Vora teaches, wherein the specifying of the user community into the at least 
one arbitrary group of users comprises constructing query rule to define users within the 
at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 15, lines 21-60). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the 
specifying of the user community into the at least one arbitrary group of users 
comprises constructing query rule to define users within the at least one arbitrary group 
of users and to modify in Fitler because such a modification would allow Fitler to have 
the access control determined by the rules in the form of queries. 

Claim 11. Fitler, Jr. failed to teach, The method according to claim 10. wherein 
the user data that satisfies the query rule dynamically becomes a managed user within 
the administrative domain. Vora teaches, wherein the user data that satisfies the query 
rule dynamically becomes a managed user within the administrative domain (col. 22, 
lines 24-39). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have wherein the user data that satisfies the query rule 
dynamically becomes a managed user within the administrative domain and to modify in 
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Fitler, Jr. because such a modification would allow Fitler, Jr. to have access determined 
by rules in the form of queries. 

Claim 12. Fitler, Jr. teaches, the method according lo claiml, further comprising 
forming an administrative sub-domain from the administrative domain (col. 5, lines 11- 
67 -sub-domain is the second and third layer of the hierarchical structure). 

Claim 13. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 12. wherein the 
forming of the administrative sub-domain further comprises specifying al least one 
arbitrary group of users (col. 5, lines 44-67). 

Claim 14. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 12, further 
comprising granting administrative privileges for managing the administrative sub- 
domain (col. 6, lines 34-53). 

Claim 15. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 14, further 
comprising delegating the granted administrative privileges for the administrative sub- 
domain (col. 6, line 55-col. 7, line 15). 

Claim 16. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim 7, further comprising 
delegating the granted administrative privileges for the administrative domain (col. 8, 
lines 1-37). 

Claim 20. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 10. 

Claim 21. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 1 1 . 
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Claim 22. Filtler, Jr. teaches, the method of claim 17, further comprising 
delegating the granted administrative privileges to additional administrators for the 
administrative domain (col. 9, lines 26-67). 

Claim 23. Fitler, Jr. teaches, The method according to claim I 7. further 
comprising managing information associated with the administrative domain according 
to the delegated administrative privileges, wherein the managing of the information 
comprises dynamically determining in real-time whether the information is a member in 
the at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 9, lines 5-1 5). 

Claim 24. Fitler, Jr. teaches, A method for providing delegated administration of a 
user community with a client system comprising: specifying the user community into at 
least one arbitrary group of users (col. 2, line 59-col. 3, line 20); following an 
administrative domain from the at least one arbitrary group of users (col. 3, lines 21-44); 
granting administrative privileges to an administrator for the administrative domain (col. 
* 6, lines 43-47 and col. 8, lines 1-37). 

This claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above for claims 12 and 

15. 

Claim 25. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 8 and 18. 

Claim 26. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 9 and 19. 

Claim 51. This dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claims 8, 18, and 25. 
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Claim 52. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 9, 19, and 26. 

Claim 53. This dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given 
above for claims 10 and 20. 

Claim 54. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 11 and 21. 

Claim 56. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 8, 1 8, and 25. 

Claim 57. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 9, 19, and 26. 

Claim 58. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claimslO and 20. 

Claim 59. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claims 11, 21 and 54. 

Claim 60. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 23. 

Claim 61. this dependent claim is rejected for the similar rationale as given above 
for claim 16. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Miller et al (US 5,649,194) disclosed a directory service. 
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Corn et al (US 6,356,892) disclosed directory access and querying. 



Inquiries 



1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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